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Dear Ms. L a v e l l e :
I am writing in regards to the Environmental P r o t e c t i o n Agency's ( E P A ) p r o p o s e d clean
up p l a n for the Vasquez-Boulevard and I n t e r s t a t e 70 S u p e r f u n d S i t e (VB 1-70). I
commend you and EPA Region 8 for k e e p i n g my o f f i c e a p p r i s e d of th i s important
S u p e r f u n d p r o j e c t and for undergoing a t r u l y unique p u b l i c outreach and community
involvement process.
I al so appre c ia t e the special consideration the EPA has exhib i t ed toward the VB 1-70
p r o j e c t and EPA's w i l l ingne s s to think beyond the normal c o n f i n e s o f S u p e r f u n d to
address the unique needs of what t r u l y is an environmental j u s t i c e community.
It is evident a tremendous amount of work and analy s i s went into the propo s ed p l a n and
that environmental j u s t i c e is a r e l a t i v e l y new concept that the EPA is t rying to
incorporate into their risk analysis and clean up p l a n s .
The impact of lead contamination on our c h i l d r e n is a we l l documented p u b l i c h ea l th
concern. The compounded risks of e l evated l ead contaminat ion in the paint and in the
yards of the c o m m u n i t y ' s homes combined with the other m u l t i p l e p o l l u t i o n sources
c o n s t i t u t e a cumulative risk that deserves urgent at t ent ion.
The environmental j u s t i c e aspects of this clean up combined with the m u l t i p l e risks to the
ch i ldren demand a clean up to the h ighe s t s tandards . T h e r e f o r e , I suppor t a lead clean up
level of 400 ppm. T h i s level also has s trong s u p p o r t in the community. W h i l e I
recognize this i s a screening level f o r in i t ia l s i t e i n v e s t i g a t i o n f o r E P A ' s S u p e r f u n d s i t e s ,
in l i g h t of the cumulative risks at the VB 1-70 s i t e , I b e l i e v e th i s is a reasonable ba s e l ine
c l eanup l eve l .
I understand the EPA is now considering guidance on how to addres s cumulat ive
p o l l u t i o n impacts at S u p e r f u n d sites across the nation. W h i l e we need to move q u i c k l y to
select a remedy for the site, we also need to cons ider the broader cumula t iv e impac t s .
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We cannot a l l o w the admi t t ed need for a d d i t i o n a l t e s t i n g of chi ldren for lead and other
i m p a c t s to d e l a y the c leanup.
Because current law is unable to adequa t e ly addre s s this cumulat ive and c o m p l i c a t e d
risk, the EPA should move forward on what it does have authori ty to do, and that is to
clean up as many yards as reasonably p o s s i b l e .
L a s t l y , in b r i e f i n g s I have received about the VB 1-70 p r o j e c t , the EPA p r o p o s e d , as part
of the sites remedial action, to consider the m u l t i p l e sources of contamination and to
i d e n t i f y : "chemicals, exposure pa thways , and areas of concern to assist in the e f f o r t s to
addre s s cumulative risks." We see no mention of t h i s commitment in the pr e f e r r ed
a l t e rna t iv e and would l ik e c l a r i f i c a t i o n on how EPA intends to i m p l e m e n t th i s p r o p o s a l .
Thank you for the o p p o r t u n i t y to comment on the VB 1-70 propo s ed plan. I look forward,
to working with the EPA on the f ur th er inves t igat ion of t h e l n u T f i p I F p o l l u t i o n i m p a c t s
these neighborhoods face . It i s v i t a l l y important that the cumulat ive risks s u f f e r e d by
these communities are d e f i n e d and quickly acted upon. In this day and age, with all we
know about the h ea l th impac t s of air and water p o l l u t i o n and ex tended exposure of
hazardous chemical s and heavy me ta l s to our c i t i z en s , no community in our country
s hou ld d i s p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y s u f f e r f r om environmental p o l l u t i o n .
Thank you for consideration of my comments.

S i n c e r e l y yours,

Diana D e G e t t e
Member of Congress
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